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Salt Lake City, UT 84115

Re: Santa Clara River Diversions

Dear Mr. Haycock:

Over the past two months representatives of this Division have had nulrerous
occasions to correspond or coJlverse with representatives of Utah Power and Light
99tp1ny reg_ard.ing the excess_ive losses in the canal and pipeline system serving
the.Upper Sand.Cove and Gunlock hydroelectric plants. 'Recent reforts to tfriioffice have indicated that initial diversions into the canal sysfem belor the
Veyo plant are about 12 cubic feet per second, and approximateiy 7 cubic feet
per second is reaching th.e Upper Sand Cove system. Thfi resultinj S-cubic-feet-
per-second loss occurs through a system with basically a non-coisumptive rrter
ri ght .

It is.my op_l.nion that these losses are excessive and thereby constitute a rasteof water. This situation is further complicated by the extrlme'ly dry conditionithat currently exist. This letter will-serve to bRoER that: -

l. Santa Clara River wate.rs shall_only be utilized at the Veyo plant,
and after the water exits that facility, it shall be returnlOiothi
natural channel of the Santa Clara River.

2. Water shall not be diverted into the canal system feeding the lsper
Sand Cove and Gunlock.plants until such time is evidence ii preseiltO
to this office that the diversions can be made without expbrierring
extreme losses to the system.

3. This order shall be effective at 12:00 noon June 15, 1990.

This Order is subiect to the provisions of Rule R625-6 of the Division of $eterRights and to Sections 63-45b-13 and 73-3-14 of the Utah Code-Annota|ed; itsa;as amended' whjch provide for fif ing either a Request for RecontiOerati6n-iiif,the State Engineer or an lpRe_a1 qitl.the.appropriite District Court. A Res;;tfor Reconsideration must be filed with the"state ingineer 
"iinin-20 days oi-1h;date of this 0rder. How-ever, a Request f_or ReconsiOe'r.tlon is noi a prereguisiteto filing a court appeal. A court'appeal must be filed within j0 dais aiieiirre
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date of this Order, of if a Request for Reconsideration has been filed, within
30 days after the date the Request for Reconsideration is denied. A Request for
Reconsideration is considered denied when no action is taken 20 days after the
Request is filed.

If you wish to discuss this with me, I would be most happy to do so.

Si ncerel y,

?tryoo%ft Robert L. Morgan, P.E.
State Eng'ineer

/gn

cc: Scott Johnson, PP&L
Gary Nyberg, UP&1, Beaver
Rod Leavitt, Commjssioner
John Mabey, Assistant Attorney General
Jody t,lilliams, UP&L
Carly Burton, UP&L
Lee Sim, Distribution Engineer
Gerald Stoker, Cedar Area Engineer


